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LETTER  TO  A  METHODIST. 


-fbeeetriber  1,  1843» 


f  Dear  Sir,— Your  letter,  requesting  me  "briefly  to 
set,  down  on  paper"  the  substance  of  the  various 
conversations  we  have  had  respecting  the  validity  of 
Wesley  s  ordinations,  atid  other  points  connected  with 
the  polity  of  the  "  Methodist  Church,"  together  with 
the  views  yqu  have,  from  time  to  timcy^Jieard  me 
-express,  of  the  necessity  and  reality  oTJK4/)o»/o//c 
Succession  in  the  Christian  Ministry,  walj^me  time 
ago,  received,  but  a  variety  of  engagements  lias  pre- 
vented my  contplying  with  your  re<iuest  until  the  pre- 
sent time.  In  undertaking  eve^  now  to  comply  with 
it,  I  am  occupying  time,  which  is  demanded  by  other 
and  importunate  services;  but,  as  I  consider  your 
letter  in  the  light  of  an  earnest  desire  to  ascertain  the 
Tkutu,  I  do  not  feci  myself  at  liberty  to  refuse  the 
information  therein  requested.  In  doing  this,  I  shall 
follow  the  order  above  given,  and 

-     I,  Enquire  into  the  validity  of  Tresfey^  ordinations. 

On  this  point  rests  the  validity  of  the  Methodist 
ministry.      If  Wesley  had  authority  to  ordain  Dr. 

J  Coke  a  J3/«^o/>,  tfien  it  is  conceded  that  the  Metho- 

:  dists  have  a  lawful  ministry  and  lawful  sacraments; 

j  but,  if  Wesley  had  no  Buch  authority  to  ordain  hirti, 
then  liis  ordination  of  Dr.  Coke  was  a  nullity,  and  the 
MethodistEf  have  neither  a  lawful  ministry,  nor iaif/uZ 

;  lacr^meots*;    and  as  there  cannot  be  a  Christian 


■  ^ 
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Church  without  a  lawful  miniitry  and  latr/ul  «acra- 
mcntM,  It  will,  in  that  cn^c,  neccRsarily  follow,  that 
what  is  cnlled  the  "Mcthodint  Church,"  is  not,  aa 
•Uch,  a  port  of  the  Church  of  Christ. 

Now,  lest  jou  might  suppose  that  some  wrong  is 
done  to  the  McthodiHts  in  tUc.  issue  here  nindr,  I  shall 
<juoto  the //-s/U^'r/Zan  of  their  "  Uook.of  Discipline," 
to  prove  that  the  entire  vnlidit)'  of  the  Methodist 
ministry  is  lunilu  by  themsclnpH  to  rest  upon  Wcsley'a 
ordination  of  I)r.  Coke*     It  is  ns  follows: 

"  On  the  OHUilN  of  the  ^ft^tho<Ust  Episcopal  Church.** 
"The  prcncjicrs*  and  nienil)er8  of  our  Society  in 
gencrnl,  being  convinced  tlmt  there  wns  n  great  defi- 
ciency of  vitttf  religion  in  the  Church  of  England  in 
America,  and  being  in  many  places  deutitute  of  the 
Christian  SacranicntH,  ns  scverul  of  the  clergy  had  for- 
saken their  Churches,  requested  the  late  llev,  John 
Wealnj  to  take  sticli  ineuHurcs,  in  his  wisdom  and  pru- 
dence, as  would  afford  thoin  suitable  relief  in  their 
distress. 

"  In  consequence  of  t hisi  our  venerable  friend,  who, 
under  God,  ^i\»  been  the  father  of  the  great  revival  of 
religion  now  extending  over  the  earth  by  means  of  the 
Methodists,'  deterniincd  to  ordain  ministers  for  Ame- 
rica; and,  for  this  purpose,  in  the  year"  1784,  sent 
over  three  r(?g'^i;/lifr/j/f  01  dained  clergy;  but  preferring 


*  At  till*  tiihej  the  prt-nchers"  were  consiilerrd  only  lay-^ 
preacJwrs,  and,  iicconling  to  tlie  iinirortfi  advice  of  Mr.  Wesley, 
bad  (I(?crined  adminiHtcriniy  the  Bacraments.  In  1 7."8,  a  few  of 
these  lay-preac/wrs,  in  Virginia,  uadertook  to  ordain  each  other, 
thinking  thereby  to  pet  the  power  of  administering  the  sacra- 
ments! T>wti  '.»}•  a  vote  of  one  of  the  Conferences,  this  ordination 
vas  difcJarcd  invalipI  (Life  of  Wesley  by  Coke  and  Moore, 
chap.  3,  sec.  2.) 

t  Th^se  "regularly  ordained  clergy,*'  were  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England.  They  were  not  ordained  hy  Wesley.— 
The  Methodists  here  <Aents«/('es  draw  the  distinction  betVreca 
** re^/ar/y  ordained  clergy"  and  Wesley's  ordinations. 
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KpiHCopal  mode  of  Church  ROvornmciil  to  oiiy  oth«r» 
he  nolciuiily  »H  apart,  by  i\w  iin|)UKUioii  of  Am  h&iida 
and  prayer,  one  of  tht-iu,  vi/,,  ThomuH  Coke^  Doctor  of 
Civil  Law,  lute  J)f  Jvhuh  ColUgf,  in  tlic  llniver»lty  of 
Oxford,  and  u  JWHbyUr  of  lite  (  luin  h  of  Kiinlatid, 
for  tlie  KprH(;tH)ul  office;  and  ImviiiK  delivered  to  hiui 
letters  of  KpiHcopul  ordiTH,  coiuiiiinHioricd*  and  direc- 
ted him  to  Htt  apurt  FnttuiH  AhIhu'ii,  then  general 
aHHi^tant  of  the  Mtlhodi«t  Society  in  AiiKrita,  for  the 
•aino   Kpiscopal  office;  he,  tlie  Hiiid  l-'nuiviH  Aalmrtj^ 
being  tirst  Ordained  deacon  and  elder.f     In  conBe- 
qwenee  of  wliicli,  the  said  rt-anciii  Ashiiri/  wan  solemnly 
ict  apurl  ft)r  the  Huiil  Kpiscopal  office  l)y  prayer,  and 
the  imposition  of  the  hands  of  lh«  Haid  T/khhuji  Cohe^ 
other  regularlyl  ordained  niinisterrt  nHHistiiig  in  the 
sac)-ed  cejcniony.     At  which  tinie§  the  (icncral  Con#  , 
fercnee,  held  at  Baltimore,  did  unanimouHly  receive 
the  said  Thomuit  Cuke  and  I'niiuin  Ashunj  as  their 
Bishops,  bj^gJi'i^/suliwti'-'d  of  the  validity  of  their 
Episeopa^rapTnation."    , 

;      Thus  yoii  will  petct^c  that  the  validity  of  the 
Methodist  niinisiry  is  uiadbs,  by  the  JNIetliodists  them- 

*  Le»t  it  mintit  be  guii|ii»Ntil,  Htut  Wi'sl.y  hud  "'comniU- 
sioncd"  l>f.  Coke,  ill  tliexe  (aociillitV)  "  Lcllei*  of  j:p!scopal 
Order»,"  tu  "«itt  apart'^  Mr.  Ahbiiry  f'wr  tlie  *Sii.iie  I'.piscoiml 
-  office,"  it  is  proper  to  »inie  llmt  n<i  »<icli  •SMnnniixMoii"  io  given 
to  Dr.  Coke  ia  said  "lelters."  Whore  ^thi»  "  commisBiott" 
iobefoundf  '    , 

t  A»  »ome  mipht  thiriK  from  this  lanpu.i^f«^,  that  JFes/iy  bad 
"  firat  ordained  [  Mr.  AsUury  3  (Ifiicon  and  ildt^r,"  it  Mkuuld  he 
known,  that  A»bury  received  nit  imliiiation  troita  Wealtif.  He . 
.  was  only  ti.  layman,  when  Dr.  Coke  came  to  Ainriica;  and  Dr. 
Coke  ordained  \\\m&  deacon,  elikr,  anJ  siipa'intvud^nt,  or,  (us  be 
afterwards  called  himself,)  a  Bishop,  in  the  course  »\f  a  few  days! 
(See  Lce'a"  Short  History  of  the  Mcthodl8t8,"yH>  J 

%  One  of  these  ♦'regularly  ordained"  minibtcra  wm  «  German 
ministernamcd  Otterbine!     (Lee'a  History,  p.  94.)    " 

§  This  is  not  true.  ,  Tli?  General  Conference  did  not  at  that 
**time"  receire  Coke  and  Ajbury  uJBUhop$,  as  Will  be  ihuwn 
:■•    iliereafter. .  ■  .  ..,« 
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tflmt,  to  depend  on  the  Tilidity  of  Dr.  Coko't  ordina- 
tion |>y  WcmIcjt. 

Let  uf,  then,  iieriouily  cnqtiire,  whoro  did  Wesley 
obtain  the  nuthorily  to  ordutii  Dr.  Cokef 

It  ccrtniiily  wnn  not  horn  with  him;  for  authority 
to  ordain  a  ininiHtf}r  of  ChriHt  is  born  with  no  man. 
'    IIo  could  not  have  obtained  it  from  any  temporal , 
power;  for  all  the  kingn  and  govcrnorH  of  the  earth 
combined  ciuuiot  ordain  a  niiniNtcr  6f  Chiiit,  norcon> 
I  •  for  the  authority  to  ordain  one. 

Wan  thiii  outhority  conferred  on  WcHlpy  at  hili 
ordination f  IMaiiily  not;  been uwc  the  authority  for 
ordaining,  in  the  Church  of  Kngland,  (of  which  Wesley 
Wa«  a  meUibir),  \h  confined  exclusively  to  the  order  of 
UishopSf  and  Wesley  wob  not  consecrated  a  IHshop, 
but  only  ordained  o  Prenhiftcr.  Ah  no  such  authority 
was  tiicn  conferred  on  VVcsIcy,  he  did  not  obtain  it 
when  he  was  ordained^. 

That  you  may  perceive  at  a  glance,  what  authority 
was  conferred  on  Wc»lcy  when  ho  was  ordained,  I 
shall  transcribe  the  very  words  used  by  the  Dishop 
who  ojdained  hirjj.  You  may  find  them  in  the  Office 
for  "The  Ordering  oTjVicHts,"  in  the  Book,  of  Com- 
mon Prayer;  they  are  08  follows:— 

"  Receive  the  Jloly  Ghost  for  the  office  and  work 
of  a  Priest  in  the  Church  of  God,  now  committed  unto 
thee  by  the  imposition  of  our  hands;  whose  sins  thou 
dost  forgive,  they  arc  forgiven;  and  whose  sins  thou 
dost  retain,  they  are  retained  :  And  be  thou  afait1\fut 
Dispenser  of  the  Word  of  Qod^and  of  His  holy  Sacra' 
menls:  In  t.he  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,and 
of  the  lIolyyGhost.     Amen" 

By  this  form,  every  Presbyter  of  the  Church  of 
England  is  ordained:  of  course,  Wesley  was  thus 
ordainedi  and  you  may  perceive,  at  once,  that  »a 
authority  to  ordain  was  then  committed  unto  him. 
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But  here  your  prrich«>r«  mf ct  ui  with  Xhr  irgutn^nt, 
that  liiMliopii  AtiU  Prvubytcrii  nre  ojiu  and  the  tame 
order  of  inhiUtcrU;  rikI,  (horpforcs  VVvNioy  being  a 
Preiihijtfr^  wuh  hIho  a  IJiH/m/i,  aii(t<fli'rcfur«i.  had  autho- 
rity to  grdiiln — and  thiM,  tu<j,^n  lliu  teulh  of  tlit<  fact,^ 
aa  I  have  jiint  proved,  that  no  nuch  autliority  wan  given 
to  him  at  hiit  ordination!  Wlittlitr  Itinhopand  IVci* 
hytcr  bo  the  tame  ortlcr^  h  n  point  1  Hliidt  conatdor 
hereafter;  at  prcnerit,  I  nl(/fll  content  myself  with 
■howinf^,  that  thix  pr^uHKnt  wijl  not  ovuil  the  Motbo- 
4>"t"  hi  the  hMiHt,  btci^iNtf: 

If  VVoHlcy  were  n  Jimnp,  because  lie  was  a  Pretl^" 
/«r«  then  !)<*•  Coke  niujit  uli«o  ha\*«}  been  a  Jiithttp^ 
■inco  he  was  a  Prvxfn/trr y/\\cn  ^esij^'y  "laid  Iiis  handa 

him."      And  if  Dr.  ('<iko  was  already  a  lUtthop, 


on 


what  did  VVeHley  nuikc  him  by  nrdailiiiig  liim?  Nbt 
a  IJishop,  Burely;  for  he  was  one  already,  if  rrostiyfrra 
and  Misliops  bo  tw?  «//««?  o/v/c/'/  W'^Jial  then?  Ho 
nniHt  have  niadelinn  an  otHcer  lii^lur  than  u  liiNhop, 
— an  officer  unknown  to  the  Church  of  (io^!  lUhides, 
if  Dr.  Coke,  beir)g  a  IVesbytcr,  waK,  thvri'j'vrCy  a  liishop, 
he  had  the  aame  right  to  ordain  Wesley,  an  Wesley 
had  to  ordain  lu'm!  \ 

ThiH  argument,  I  conHider  so  unahswerahlc  and 
concluMivt,  to  prove  the  invalidity  of  C'oke'n  ordina- 
tion, that  I  might  well  here  let  tiie  subject  rest ;  but, 
before  I  close,  shall  again  advert  to  it,  for  reasona 
which  wilt  then  appear.  ^ 

Having  thus  disposed  of  one  of  tlic  chief  argumentf 
by  whicli  the  Methodists  attempt  to  show  that  Wesley 
had  authority  to  ordain,  I  shall  rtow  proceed  to  consi- 
der their  other  great  argument,  namely,  that  Wesley 
had  a  "Providential  call"  to  ordain. 
•  When  Wesley  sent  out  Dr.  Coke,  he  gave  him  the 
following  instrument  of  writing,  which  •'iThe  Book-of 
Discipline,"  above  quotejj,  calls  bis  ^^ Letters  of  Epia* 
copal  Order/t'^:-~^ 


^    ^- 


^'W^ih  /^#^^^ 


^^  que^uon  .n  the  annual  minutes,  which  ^a^;, 

«J*  %  '^^^  f  *"  '^*  persons  that  exercise  (he  Episco- 
^^"^^  Metho<iist  Church  in  Europe  la 

,    "A.  John  Wesley,  Thomas  Coke,  and  Francii 
Asbury,  by  regular  order  and  succEssiiNi  I  ■ 

whltU^r?  'Jr*'^"  ""^  ""^^  differetUh,  from 

«uffi•2;«^'^»^'^  ^eea  elected  by  the  unanimous 
guffrages  of  the  General  Conference  to  -----     • 


^k    n«    t    ..  ^^"«^'o«  vonierence 

tne^Methodjst  Connexion  in  America? 

"A.  Thomas  Coke  and  Francis  Asbur^." 


auperinteitd 


■    I 


■|)art  as  a  SujttriniewUnt,  by  lliu  iiiipuHiiioii  of  my 
bandit*  and  pniyvr,  (being  NMHiaii'd  by  uibrr  ordaiuvd 
miniiterit),  ThutiiMn  Coke,  Doctor,  uf  Civil  Law,  a 
Jh-etb^ier  of  the  Church  of  Kugluiui,  uiid  a  man  whom 
I  judge  to  be  well  qualiticd  f(»r  thnt  Kntt  work.  .  Aud 
I  do  liprcby  rtcumnmul  tiim  to  all  wtuuii  it  may  con- 
ceru,  as  a  tit  person  to  prostdc  ovt  r  the  Hock  of  Christ. 
In  testimony  whereof,  1  have  hereunto  set  my  hand 
and  ieal,  this  second  day  of  September,  iu  the  year  of 

.  I  ■       I  ■  I     II         '     '        ^-^ ' '        ■  I   ) 

*  Tills  *Mm|KMUiun  of  bsiidt"  Wii<«  ni»l  tions  in  s  Chunk, 
openly  before  llie  jMrnvle.  •>«'  '••  Wfulf)'*  liril-chnmbtr  in  ftrii- 
tul!  It  imiti,Uuwevfr,i{»t  iiuignl  hIiumI,  that  Wcvlcy  lisU  made 
a  Bithopl  (tlMMiKli  ilivrt  is  not  a  word  of  Ilia  kind  in  tbts* 
**  Letlera  of  Kpitrnpat  Oidcw,"  aa  tbey  are  called).  TL«  Uev. 
Cbarlct  Weitli-) ,  wliu  wa«  not  iu  Uui  $taxt,  oa  iieariug  of  it, 
svrota  liitt  fulluwiug  epigram  :-^ 

"  So  ea«ily  are  Diihnpt  made. 

By  inaii'«,  or  woman's  wlrim; 
Wcvley  Uis  bandM  4)n  Colie  liath  laid,— •     ■ 

JUut— who  Uid  bauds  oo  hmV* 


thority  of  aUhri8tianui8nop.  ,i  ,    *  . 

These  facts,  also,  prove  th«t  Coke  and  Asbury 
Anew  that  Wesley  did  not  ordain  them  Bishops,  when 
he  "appointed"  them  Supegntendents  of  the  Metho- 
dist  Society  under  him.  But,  If  there  be  any  doubts^ 
remaining  on  this  point,  they  ^H  be  removed  by  the 
perusalof  Dr.  Coke's  letters  to  Bishops  White  and 
Seabury  of  the  Protestant  Episfcopal  Church,  marked 
A,  B^  in  the  Appendix —As  you  will,  of  course,  give 
these  letters  an  attentive  perusal,  it  wilt  only  be  neves- 
gary  for  me  briefly  to  refer  to  them.       4v>?^       , 

1.  It  will  be  observed,  in  hoik  of  these  Tetters,  that 
Dr.  Coke  does  not,  f6ra  moment,  claim  xoh^  a  Bishop. 

2.  Hia  letter  to  Bishop  White  shows,  that  he  ex- 

ceeded  the  authority  given  him  by  Mr.  W^esley,,  Add 
that  Mr.  Wesley  disapproved  of  his  proceedings. 

■    '  ■_ .   •.:-,-  .  ■■  .  ■-■■■■ 11_:L.-^— ^_..^-..-.-_- '. :;-St,       •         :.._„ 


"tf  any  one  wilt  point  out  a  ninrc  rational  and 
■eriptural  way  of  feeding  and  guiding  thrsc  poor  therp 
in  the  wiidcrneiii,  I  will  glati/^  embrace  it.  At  pre- 
sent r cannot  tre  any  better  method  than  I  have  taken.** 

Whether  Wenloy,  then,  Inula  "providential  call**. 
to  orduin,  depends  upon  »he  /act,  whetltcr  there  woa 
"any  other  way"  to  oblnin  miniiiters  for  (Jod's  (Miurch, 
(for  the  Method iHtu  had  not  yet  left  the  C!liur(  li),  than 
hit  taking  upon  himsflf  the  nulhorify  to  orduin  Dr. 
Coke;  because,  if  it  can  be  plainly  idiown  l^hat  there 
ioa«  an  "other  way,"  then  it  i&  evident^  on  Wenley't 
own  ground,  that  ho  had  no  such  "prdvidential  call.'* 

Ilightly  to  solve  this  question,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  advert  to  the  position  of  the  Amcricati  Church  at 
that  time.  Before  these  "United  Stiites"  were 
separated  from  Great  Britain  by  the  Revolution,  the 


*  Reprinted  from  a  traet  written  by  Dr.  Geo< 
Methodist  prpiclii'r. 
\  Lee'e  Short  Ilietory,  page  91.  * 
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quentb,  that  he  knew  and  believed  that  Presbyters 
and  Bi.hops  were  not  the  same.order.  ^ 

^7  These  letters,  t^o,  «how  conclusively,  what  wa. 
Dr.  Coke  8  opuuon  of  IF«.%'.  ordinations  (as  they 
are  called)^that  is  that  they  possessed  nOvalidl 
whatever;  and,  therefore,  that  when  Wesley  «an- 
Ev    ,'"':;./   Superintendent  of  the  Method 't 

th^f  T  P'*^"'^^  *«  P^«^?.  time  tKe  Methodists 
themselves  do  not  believe  that  Presbyters  and  Bishop 
^re  the  .same  <trder.  n  ^ 

^  Because,  if  Presbyters  and  Bishops  were  the  same 
order,  when  a  man  is  ordained  a  Presbyt.r,  or  Elder 
he  wouW  be  a  Bishop,  without  any  farther  ordioaUo^ 
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Tuuror  th«;ir  rtuinbrr  to  thr  utTtcc  ut  Uiihtip;  ana  UltiM) 
four  pnK'eodoU  to  KnglaiKi,  wlicro  thre§  of  them  wer*/ 
£ons«rratc(l  by  tlio  Archbi'thop  of  Cttntt'rbury\ and  om 
0f  them  iu  ScutUnd  by  the  BiNhopa  of  the  Church  to 
that  country.  The  «ucces»or«  auil  spiritual  Ucscr n- 
danta  of  thfse  /our,  deriving  their  authority  from  the 
blessed  Ilcdfemer,  througli  "the  imposition  of  thd 
hands"  of  His  lawful  Bishops,  have  muliiplied  to 
twenty-two,  with  u  prowpoct  of  Airtber  incresiso ;  and 
their  authority  is  acknowlrdged  by  more  than  twelve 
hundred  cic-rgy,  who  derive  their  ordination  from  them 
and  their  predecessors.  Here,  then,  u)a«  an  "other 
way"  of  obtaining  a  supply  of  ministers,  than  by  n 
Pretbyter  undertaking  to  ordain  another  Presbyter  a 
Binhop  in  his  chamber!  And,  as  Wesley  makes  hii 
"  providential  call"  depend  on  tho  fact  of  there  not 
being  "any  other  way,"  and  this  proof  that  there  waa 
another  way,  makes  it  plain,  to  a  demonstration,  that 
Wesley  had  no  "providential  call"  to  ordain  what* 
•rerl      It  was  just  seventy-three  daya  after  this  ordi*- 


A.    C, 


a,- 


^ 


Trk-t 


4t^rx^ 


/  .      '  ■  ■ 


will  find  that  I  there  la^  down  tiie  louowing  posiuuii, 
namely:  that,?/  Wesley  Jiad  authority  to  ordain  Dr. 
Coke  a  Bishop,  then,  it  is  conceded,  that  the  Methodists 
have  a  lawful  ministry,  and  lawful  sacraments;  hut  if 
Wesley  had  no  such  authority  to  ordain  him,  then  his 
(trdimtion  was  a  nullity,  and  the  Methodists  have  nei- 
ther a  lawful  ministry,  nor  lawful  sacraments. 

Now,  sir,  this  point,  that  Wesley  had  no  such"  au- 
thority to  ordain,  I  have  fully  proved,  by  showing, 

1.  That  it  was  not  Jwr/i  with  him ; 

obtain  it  tr 


2.  That 


DQt 


any 


■power;,  j- .;■'", ' 

3.  Tliit  it  was  not  conferred  on  hiin  at  his  orrfiwo- 

tionhy  the  Hishops  of  the  Church  of  England; — 

.4.  That  he  did  not  ordain  Dr.  Coke  a  Bishop,  be- 
cause if  Bishop  and  Presbyter  be  the  same  order,  Dr. 


.-^• 


**ikl\eii,"  «•  I  have  shown,  by  thoM  poticMing  autfio^ 
rity  to  call  and  ordahi  ininUtert  for  the  Church  of 
ChriMt,  namely,  by  the  lawful  IlUhop*  of  the  Churches 
of  England  and  Si ut land;  t hut  ahowiiig,  beyond  th* 
power  of  contradiction,  that  God  had  no^  fomaken 
Ilia  Church,  and  that  Wealcy'i  thinking  (for  he  t«lla 
Uf  he  only  thought  «o)  that  he  had  a  "providential 
call,"  WM  only  the  imagining  of  o  fullibje  man,  truM- 
ing  too  much  to  hia  own  narrow  view  of  the  jcircum- 
aUnces  in  which  hu  wai  placed.  And  thu«,  air,  ia 
icattcrcd  to  the  winds,  the  other  grand  argument  for 
the  validity  of  Wesley's  ordinations. 

Hitherto,  you  will  have  observed,  I  have  argued 
this  question  on  the  ground  taken  by  the^^cthodista, 

•  WeHle^  itm'tUU  when  it  was  loo  latt.  Dr.  Coke,  in  hi* 
letter  to  Ui.hop  White.  (Appendix  A.),  ssyi,  "He  (Mf. 
Weeley)  being  prei«cd  by  our  t'riendi  on  this  lide  oC  the  wster, 
for  miniiters  to  sdmlnitter  the  isersmenls  to  them,  (there  being 
▼sry  few  Clergy  of  the  Church  of  Enpl.nd  then  in  >he  Ststei)* 
went  fsrther,  I  am  lure,  than  he  would  havt  gone,  if  ha  bad 
/vreMtn  lome  events  which  followed." 

"  /  '  '\     ' 
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u<u  uub  vtuaiu  iiiiii  one. 


7.  That  Dr.  Gpke,  by  big  applying  to  Bishop  Sea- 
biuytoordaiaAsbury  a  SwAop,  admits  that  his  o\vn 
ordination  of  Asbury  to  be  a  Bishop  was  a  mock  Qt^i- 
nation— without  antf  real  validOy. 

8.  That  Dr.  Coke,  by  applying  to  Bishops  White 
and  Seabury  to  admit  the  Methodist  preachers  into  the 
Protest  Alt  Episcopal  Church  (when  the  condition  of 
their  admission  was,  thai  they  would  be  te-ordained) 
showed  that  he  knew,  that  hU  ordination  of  them  was 
invalid; 

9.  That  Dr.  Coke  knew  that  Wesley  had  no  taaho- 


niy  to  ordain  him  a  Bishop,  and  that  he  did  not  ordain 
him  one;  otherwise  he  would  not  have  applied  to 
Bishop  Seabury  to  ordain  him  a  Bishop; 


"I  have  ap/HHHlrd   Dr.   Lohe   anu   mj.    inxKn^ 
Asbury  to  bo  juiiit  S>ij>triHt$tuleitts  over  our  Brcthrva 
in  Nwrlh  America*'*  . 

Now,  1  bi'g  y«»u,  to  examine  ihU  language  narrowly. 
I.  Wesley  do«ii  not  «ny  be  ordainrd  Dr.  Cuke  and  Mr. 
Asbury,  but  simply  that  he  '' upiMihtnr  them.  But, 
by  uiiinK  the  word  "ap|K)lntcd,"  did  Wesley  mean  lh*t 
he  orslained  tlieiii?  C'crhiiuly  not  {  because  the  same 
word  (iippoiiHvd)  U  u«d  rcHpttling  them  both,  and 
Wesley  did  not  ordain  A»l)ury,  for  A«bui^  s^jaii,  at  that 
time,  ill  Amerlcn,  and  hat!  bten  for  several  yMi|,Df^ 
flously.  Nev^rtheleM,  Wenley  ••appointed*'  nth  a 
Supciintendent,  as  well  »n  Cuke;  nivd  uh  ordination 
was  not  necessary  to  constitute  Aahury  a  Superinten- 

•  "  OiJiii.tion  It  not  to  be  contountled  witli  XhfdnaignatiHg 
or  uttim  apart  of  a  |K'r.o«  t..  tlio  work  of  the  n.liil.lf)  \  for,  In 
fttrielncH.  .ny  one  nmy  .lo  .hi,  for  l.un.elf.  or  i.  n,..v  l.c  .Ions 
for  blin  by  bU  imr.lit.,guirai»i.»,&c..ona  involve.  m.tbii.«  bat 
what  any  hymnA  may  pcrf.irm ;  wberea-  ordtnaitoH  \»  ths 
Mtual  communkatUm  of  anlhorlhj  fr..m  a  legitimate  lource,  to 
execute  tbo«c  lunciion«  wliicb  apperlaiu  to  tUo  •everal  Qr««ft 
of  the  mlnbtry."— a<tti4nto». 


that  an  entire  separation  should  take  place.  .  He,  oeing 
pressed  by  our  friends  on  thig  side  of  the  water  for  min- 
isters to  administer  the  sacraments  to  them,  (there  being 
very  few  clergy  bf  the  Church  of  England  then  in  the 
States,)  went  farther,  I  am  sure,  than  he  would  have 
gone,  if  he  had  foreseen  some  events  which  followed. 
And  this  I  am  certain  of— that  he  is  now  sorry  for  the 

separatioti.,  ,  , .  .  ,        , 

But  what  can  be  done  for  a  re-union,  whicnlmucn 
wish  for;  and  to  accomplish  which  Mr,  Wesley,  I  have, 
no  doubt,  would  use  his  influence  to  the  utmost?  The 
aJSection  of  a  very  considerable  number  of  the  preacben, 
and  most  of  the  people,  is  very  strong  towards  him,  not- 
withstanding the  excessive  ill*  usage  he  received  from  a 
few.  My  interest  also  is  not  small ;  and  both  his  and 
mine  ipould  readily  and  to  the  utmost  be  used  to  accom- 
plish. that  (tons)  very  desirable  object;  if  a. readiness 
were  shown  by  the  Bisbops  of  the  Protestant  EpiM^pal 
(Church  to  reunite. 


lii 


ordioaiiun.  No,  •ir,  there  ia  not  a  particle  of  rvideoce 
to  prote  that  Wcdry  ever  "ordainrd"  Dr.  Coke.— 
<?oke  wa«  placed  pncclicly  o»»  »^«5  same  footing  with 
A.bury  (who  wae  a  lofwon)— We«ley  "appointed" 
them  both  SujM'rlntendenli  of  the  Mriho«iist  Society 
*  io  North  America;  and  «b«  «i>Iv  difference  brtwren 
them  U  ihU:  that  In  "appJ.intlng"  Dr.  Coke,  We.Ky 
did  U  In  raiHer  a  more  formal  manner,  by  placing  hit 
hand*  on  hi«  head,  and  praying  ore?  hlml 

>     — '  — 

•  Al  thai  ilMk  iUn  w»  ae  •ueh  ibinf  t«  MltiMee  at  a 
•*  M«llio4i«(  Church,"  ytf\ry,  ami  the  MrllnMlivl*  thvniMlfta 
onlj  tpokt  of  tbemieUe*  ••  lli«  M«lli<Hlut  mwUly,  or  MM-Utict, 
or  •om«litnn  m  ih«  MilhodUl  OmmtMiam,  an4  thai  WatUy  waa 
tb«ir  founa»r  and  fathar.  i)i  r<mra#,  it  wat'enly  a  human  •»- 
tiHf,  aiitl  n<illiing  mura:  in<iat«i.  at  that  tima,  it  tlld  nol  etaim 
to  be  any  thing  morti  and  tba  idaa  o^i  artlaining  a  Huparinlan' 
dant,  or  anv  oihar  minialar,  for  a  baman  auf  kiy>  '•  abaurd.— 
Im  aaya,  (pa^a  47.)  "  Wa  wart  only  a  rtlifloua  aociaty,  ani 
not  a  Church."  At  pax*  **•  *"•  "y* :  "  At  thia  Confara nee 
wo  furmad  oaraaUea  into  a  regular  Churth."  How  a  ralifioua 
aooiaty  eoutd  bo  turnad  into  a  (^MrrA,  ba  does  nol  iaforn  na. 
This  waa  t^/tir  Coko  camo  to  America. 


J3S  were  removed  out  of  the  ^.a^V  V^^;^    h^e  oE^T 

£ei  and  ?f^''r  "  k^  '"''"P.  «"'y'  °"»  "^  ^^e  two  htu^.' 
ared  and  fifty,  have  been  ordained  presbyters,  and  abbut 

^tttSf'  ^°°'^'-V  "'"''  presbyters  irthJlS 

unL^^f  ft**''''  Pr^?,^^*^'"*  '''^"'^  hardly  subniit  to  a  re- 
union, ,f  the  possibility  of  their  rising  up  to  ordination 

though  they  areall,  I  think  I  taay  say,  Sus    Ss 

the  S.5'f  "'  "•^°'  y^J,  ^'^^y  «^  no^'ac'quaintVd^^^^^^^^^ 
the  learned  languages.    Besides,  they  would  argue  -If 

he  present  bishops  would  waive  the  article  of  tKarnJd 
languages,  yet  their  successors  might  not  'e**''"*^ 

*ur^^-.^l^^^P^  *  re-union  is  so  sincere  and  earnestlhaf 
these  difficulties  almost  make  me  tr^mbleranryersome- 
thmg  must  be  done  before  U^^  Sh  of  Mr^ 
otherwise  I  shall  despair  of  success:   fcK- th;u7h  S 
ipfluence  among  the  Methodists  in  these  States.  5°  w"3 
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•iii««r,  irtd  ihu« . 

"Q.  k  thtr«  anjr  ofhvf  bttsliicM  to  b«  fkNM  In  Cm* 
rerrnet  f 

'*  A.  Tht  ekcliiiK  tnd  or UiluUii  of  Ittikapt,  KJUcri. 
And  Dvtcuns. 

"Thi.  m»M  ih«  >ii  lime  that  our  SupeHntendenu 
•ver  g«f«  lhem««lf«t  thn  fltl«  «f  //mAh/k  in  ihf  nU. 
nui^  Th*y  changed  tht  tUU  lAtmttiett  mlhiM  |A« 
eoiU0ntu/th0  Cotf/rrtHetf"  \ 

Thus  il  appear*  that  a  (Vaud  was  pnicila<>d  by  <»«« 
of  ihcM  8up«Hniendcn(s  to  gel  himt«ir  rrcogniirl  •# 
a  nishop— no  IfM  a  fraud  ihan  ult^Hitg  ih«  inindtts 
of  iho  Coiiferpoco  f  and  this,  loo,  by  end«avourin||  to 
make  it  apprar  to  the  world,  that  ihey  had  botrii  rvtclg- 
niaed  at  imopa  by  the  Conference  sinco  Iho  flfWt 
foundation  of  "I he  Methodist  Cbun-h,"  in  178414. 
wliereas  the  Conference  bad  only  recogniaed  them  i 
.^MnWi-nr/^n/j— the  office  to  which  Wculey  had  ap^ 
pointed  ihtm— and  thin  alteration  of  their  liijr,  for\ 
thia  purpoic,  by  thmtelMa,  tooli  place  in  1787 1  * 


will  find  me  candid  and  faithful.        ^ 

I  have,  notwithstanding^  been  guilty  of  inadvertencies. 
Very  latiply  I  found  mjrself  obliged  (for  the  pacifying,  of 
my  conscience)  to  write  a  penitential  letter  t^  the  Rev. 
ilr.  Jarratt,  which  gave  him  great  satisfaction;,   and  for 
the  same  reason  I  must  write  another  to  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Pettigrew.    When  I  was  last  in  America,  I  prepared  and 
corrected  a  great  variety  of  things  for  our  magazines, 
indeed  almost  every  thing  that  was  printed,  except  soijae 
loose  hints  which  I  had  taken  of  one  of  my  joutnejr?,  and* 
which  I  left  in  my  hurry  with  Mr.  Asbury,  without«ny 
correction,  entreating  that  no  |>art  of  them  might  ^e: 
printed  which  would  be  improper  or  oflFensive.    But 
through  great  ittadvertency  (I  su^ose)  he  Suffered  «ome 
rpflpctioTis  on  the  characters  of  the  two  above-mentioned 
gentlemen  to  be  inserted  in  the  magazine,  for  which  I  am 
■-  very  sorry:  and  probably  shall  not  rest  till  I  have  made 
my  acknowledgment  more  public,  though  Mr.  Jarratt 
'  does  not  desire  it.  -^~-;  --•^-r — --.-^-^.•i-.,;-;^-:--^:-^^-^-^-:^-^-; — , 


■  f-%  ■ 


bury  dUI  n««  «!•»«  ««  Mtlgn  W«ii»y*«  "  •|>|»«»imm#nr' 
M  th«  grtmnd  for  ibtilr  KMumlng  lh«  lllU  «C  Iht  thkt  ' 
<>AeOT  io  Iht  Church  of  (Sod ;  i.ih#r#»«  lh«y  ww»M 
not  h«v«  M«l|{«ril  luch  •  ichwl-boy  rr^tm  for  ihtif 
ttfijutiifWibte  M?t. 

U#,  in  hi*  •^  HUiory,"  then  p*«m  <hi  further  to  »• 

•*  pomt  of  the  prrBchew  opjwMird  the  Bll^f  tlUrti,  •nd 
wlahed  lo  retiln  the  former  lilU,  [lh*t  «f  iuiw  rlntrn- 
dent : ]  but  •  nuyoHtg  .if  the  premlicr*  agreed  to  Itl 
th«  word  nuhttp  reintin  t  And,  (n  the  tnnuat  mlnutM 
for  lh«  ntxt  ]fO«r,  the  flrat  queatlon  U:  *who  art  th« 
nuhtfps  of  our  <'hurth  for  ihe  UiiHed  Slfttcer" 

'i'hui  WM  contuinmnied  one  of  the  most  startlini; 
fViadt  of  modern  timet  t  tnd  th«  wholt  **  Meihoditt 
(*hurch"  htt,  rvrr  tince,  bttn  ltd  lo  beiievt,  that 
Wesley  or<i«lnrd  Dr.  Coke  «  lliihop,  and  ihrn  "com. 
miMioned"  him  lo  ortUin  Asbury  n  4Al<>r.  •"«*  that 
theat  two  wrre  actually  rccognlird  and  calird  HUhnpt 
,  by  the  Methodist  Conference  iinct  the  flrtt  founda- 
"*|ion  of  Ihrlr  "  Church,"  in  1 784 1    And,  what  la  more, 


•' 


"N 


*»Mw    ftw    »t»UOVllUC« 


Dr,  Coke  to  Bishop  Seabury. 
The  origmaTof  this  letter  is  in  the  poasesaion  of  Dr.  Seabury 

XEditor  of  the  Churchman,  New  York. 
the  Rirfht  Rev.  Father  in  God,  Bishop  Seaburt, 

Rich*  Rev.  Sir,- From  youp  well-known  character. 
1  am  goihg-to  open  my  mind  to  you  on  a  subject  of  verv 
great  moment,'%.  .  ' 

Being  educated  a  member  of  the  Chirt-ch  of  England 
from  m3f  earliest  infancy,  being  ordained  of  that  church. 
*?*^.  y"g  taken  two  degrees  in  arts,  and  two  degrep«  in 
vivil  law,  in  the  University  of  Oxford,  which  is  entirelv 
under  the  patronage  of  tlie  Church  of  England,  I  was  aN 
most  a  bigot  in  its  favor  when  I  first  joined  that  great  and 
good  man,  Mr.  John  Wesley,  which  is  fobrteen  years  ago. 


minuUs  wcff  dicrvU  i  ami  il  wm  n«ti  uiiiU  ih*  "  mh 
Co«^if*tie«"  aA^rwanU,  Omi  iIm  llitpvHoiviMkfiit 
mttm  "  r»cfh04"  —  tlUh«it«4f  ami  wh«n  iK«  i'onk* 
did  cu«i««rttt  tfi"r»c«iv«  ihrm  •«  IttsA*^' i% 
not  dtin*  '*  ufMtiimotMljr,"  btil  »m  ih«  act  oTtmly 
**•  M^iiy"  oT  iIm  fit«arh«r«.  AimI  Ihut  tfv  th§ 
MtthcKli«u  itniMMwd  on  unill  iMi  vtry  bo«»rt 

It  i«  rnuugh  to  make  on*  shuildrr,  «h«n  e(Mif#iii« 
plaliag  lh«  manii#f  in  «hi«.)i  lhe««  men  atlrmpied  to 
thrtMt  ihvmMlvM  lalo  tbt  ehkf  oAe«  oT  ib«  C'hHaiU* 
ministry.     'Hm  mcoIImiImi  oT  (t  apii^Bra  to  haw 
grirvnusly  w«inh«d  up.>«  Dr.  Cola's  riNiMbncr.  «h«A 
h«  anrrwafU  mi  rsrnsaitjr  wrole  to   lli«ihop  Hrsbury 
lo  ordain  him  ami  Asbury  ilMopt  f '  and  to  lUshopa 
WWt«  and  Seabury  lo  ordain  ih«{r  pr«arh«ri  ov«r 
•liaint     And  «i>ll  ||  nilnht  w«i|(h  upon  bis  conaci- 
•nc«  f     The  wonder  Is,  It  did  nut  drive  him  Into  • 
madbmis«.      Wrsley  himself  t«lls  us  th#  »ir»cl  It 
bad  itpon  A/m,  whm  h«  heard  of  Asbury  claimiog  lo 
bf  a  Bishop  I     lis  tells  us  it  made  him  t\tM*r     and 
««I4  il  michl.     lie  thus  vriiea  to  Asbury : 


tiiilf   /  Our  work  now  rt'a«in.'»  V"  ..wo-....,  -  . --     .ik;*.- 

tej''ltLricKon^ofs^.„egreatwrUersbeju^^ 
?w»  fifths  of  anv  Riven  country  consisUif  un-oJu/te ;  so 
iSlt  ;Se  fU^lieT  the  adults  o/  which  Tegularly  attend 
tn?:^S!ii«UB,-o«nt,ac^ 

ject  would  justify  c''°«<»«'-«We.««cr.^«*/.  '^^^^^^^^^ 
gagement  to  use  your  prayer  book  m  »U  our  giiicw  vi 


•lutljr  to  b«  11./    .) ')*!  •Ia4y  lu  b«  jf  r*«l,    lrr< 

(Mi4  call  it  ttAaf  jrtMif  oan  o«iii««t  (Hi,  bewarvt 
iKi  (H»(  wMik  141  b«  tiH»«tlUitf  I  Ut  to*  b«  nvUiMif* 
•04  C!lifU4  %•  all  in  aU. 

m«  |rB«l  «i«e«fw.  Haw  eait  jrou,  l»o«  «<«r#  ym  tuf* 
f«r  ymtrwif  In  h*  r«llf4  •  lll^Aiifi  > 

**I  thwldtr^  I  •(•«•  •!  lh«  f«ry  lh0U|bit  Mf« 
■M  Mil  HM  •  Amk^  M  •  /M.  ■  fMMl.  •  m*m*drtU 
MM  I  Ma  cofiltm  i  but  lh«y  sHall  iMvcr,  by  m>  coo- 
Mat,  call  me  a  lliahopt  For  my  mIi«,  for  l«o*l'f 
Mkt,  Un  ChrUi*  aAk*.  put  •  full  ttiU  lo  thUt  Ul 
llM  PrMbytcHMM  ilo  wImi  IImj  plttat,  but  )H  tW 
M«iho<litf«  kooii  tb«lr  calling  b«ll«r. 

"Thwa,  my  dear  Franly,  I  ha»«i  loia  you  all  thai' 
la  in  my  heart  \  and  let  thia,  vlurn  1  tm  no  moifl  i«tn, 
Imm  witnraa  how  ainrarvly 

**  I  ain  your  alK»ctiottat«  f^Uml  and  brother, 


•  fMM  Maait^  LUb  aT  Waalay,  tal.  U.  yaft  MS. 


te>tiraonittl.  signed  by  three  elZ,  inJ^f    k^®  '""'"'^  » 
what  we  call  a  oresiflin,,  ^/         '  ^''^o'^whom  must  be 

jority  of  the  c  as.  of  ihkh  h«  1  ^''^'''u"'  ""'^  **»«  ™»- 
ards  and  leaders  <»f  the  whnil  f    •'"*'™^/'''  "■■  "'«  "t*^- 

him;  and  a  irreat  manv  nf  ]hL  T.'  ^^  P^eme,  ordwn 
local  preacLr8havT£.n  1;^-  ""^^i^  "°^  >^isf«tof  tht 
,  Now,  on  a  re  un?oi^^ak?n?n"«^  deacons  on  .hi.  plan, 
elders  and  deaconrwoiw  "f oeit  S  h"'  "•'"'.•*""'  ^'^ 
have,  the  .ame  authorUv  thev  K»  ♦^*''*'  ""**  «"«''» »« 
i»terin<f  the  n^Hinanm  accS  .V  P''^''«"t>.»f  admin- 

».«b.  ^.„„,>4£ -xin;:^ '*:?.Ji^^^^ 


r 


;-r;TT-sr^^^     \:t.    i^*t — f »»  %    \^ 


k  »•!  Ih*  IV*«lijie»i««i^  <r  th«^  (Otm*,  0*11  ||»»«|. 
MltM  ttitka^,  but  |<i|  not  iH«  ||««H<^i«J»litMi  iMf 
ti«m(»l«  •  Ui  lAfiN  kiM*  iHcif  *«Ui4bh^^*«  (O 
tdl  i^nwlv»i||iii|inn^  viMfi  llk#^^^HC^ 
Mow,  tut  It  !»•  v»i(Miiib«f«<l,  til4BPPRKit  kt> 

m4  Aabttry   "  ^|Mrr(tii#tMlenu"    oC  ib«  Mttltoilki 

ll  l«  ttftAin  h«  dkl  oiM,  TKU  iHltf  to  A«^,  kt 
vrr>  ptaifMtl  m«tttt«f  |KM«lbl#>-«nft|«  mrtool  W 
|M4in«|-<|g^t  Uf r.  thai  Aa^urjr  maa  m  Ili^Attpt  and 
yal  ^llpwttl  (br  Aabury  ptttMf  «l»ai  W«d«ry  iJiU 
<b#  Coif— *Ka  Itiii  bi»  lUfida  ufXHi  him,  aiid  prajMi 
«Hr#f  Mm  aful  If,  In  W«,|./.  jmlgnwni,  ihia  Impofll- 
lion  of  hand*  anU  prayer  bjr  a  IVvabyter.  did  noi  con. 
Miluta  A.burjr  a  Wah<»p,  nriiht^tiuld  ih*y,  in  Waa- 
Jai'i  ju«lfm«il,  h«v«  toiMlilttta^  I)r.  Cokt  •  INahopt 
for  Coha'a  auihoriijr  lo  <ird«la  «m  iha  aaiiM  ta  Waa* 
kf\  (»hkh  waa  iki  auihoHljr  at  all,)  tnnk  of  tham 


% 


•• 


■1 
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1  am  not  in  danger  trom  j ou.  v"-—  '■-  -r      ■  ,ij,y 

r^''  ^°  ti^s  srr  iS*i^c;iS;t  or  u^  ;, 

honor:   as  iH»  liK»-'>y  '  """■   .    ,,  „,,.    t   holieve.  receive 
greutor  inurks  of  respect  from  Uu^^^  Protestant 

fc.r5S!trt.l;^^^T-t.oUnda^ 

•'r';j;b«r^ourre.dent,«,^^^ 

good  man.    He  PO^s-^f  «*'  ""^,fa  7' eopl^^^    Now  if  th« 
Sf  the  preachers,  a"d  .^^^rav  tnSd  that  he  shouia  - 
general  convent.on«^^au.ckrgyc<mj^^^  Episcojpa^^  . 

hindrance  would  he  removed  oyo^ 
Again,  I  love  the  Method.st»mA^^^^^^ 
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fles;  they  had  already  fabricated  a  new  let  of  mJn 
ui«fortheir"X^hurchrtogetthl'«^ 

th^ntlinT'''""'"''  *"  «°  -"  lengths  so Je 
OD*      Th    nM-""  P'"''!""*  '^  be  accounted  r.a/  Bjsh- 
.^1  ^?v  ^^P'  f  *'  Protestant  Episcopal  Church 

secreted,  Coke  and  Asbury  knew  that  their  commiii 

L^fpH  *"\^r>'»»^  b.v  ^««/-^Bi8hops;  and 
.       that  the  Church  had  received  them  as  Bishops  in  a 
regular  succession  iVom  the  Apostles.     Coke  anS 
^'^^y^ney.'^l  this;  and  alongside  of  these  mTn 

'  n:sf:^£:^t!?"'"^^''^ 

ness,  although  they  had  assumed  the  name  of  what 
hey  so  much  coveted  I  They  knew  that  they  had 
the.,„«,,f.  Bishop,  and  that  was  all!  Thejhad 
no  succession  to  point  tol  Let  us  seej  then  how 
^ey  proceeded  to  get  the  rea%.  At  Jne  of  theh^ 
C^^i^nces,  held  in  the  year  1^89,  Mi^^^li^u 
History,"  informs  us  (p.  U2,)  that, 

durpJf '^^*'.  ^^  "'  ^""^^  ^^  Asbury)  intro- 
,   ducc^a  question  m  the  annual  minutes,  whi^^as  Is 

^-«  ^e  Method  Church  in  Euroje  „^ 

,    "A.  John  Wesley,  Thomas  Coke,  and  Franeii 
>  Asbury,  by  regular  order  and  successwn!  I  ' 

y^^T^^^  ««ked^r«i/^  from^^> 

« Q.  Who  have  been  elected  by  the  unanimous 

Jk  iS^'lf.  "''  ^"""'^^  Conference  to  ,u„eS 
the^Methodjst  Connexion  in  America?  '^'""^"^ 
"A.  Thomas  Coke  and  Francis  Asbury." 


9ti  •■■-..  -■■:--  ■ 

The  drift  of  these  questions  and  answers  can  be 
seen  at  once.     Their  object  is  to  make  it  appear  (1.) 
That  it  was  the  Conference  and  n«J  ^"^^^  ^^ich 
"appointed"   them  5«/)erinto«rf«ito7  and   (2.)    lo 
mdkeit  appear,  that  Wesley  was  a  B.ahop,  and  or- 
dained  them  bishops,  and  that  thus  they^have^a  regu- 
lar  *«ccM«V,u  froJii  a  lawful  ^wAo/>.'     Now  let  n  be 
remembered,  that  these  questions  were  mtroduced^by 
Coke  and  Asbury  themselves!     They  saw- the  ful 
drift  of  them,  although  the  Conference  jnight  not  . 
have  seen  it!     Calmly  and  without  prejudice  review 
this  proceeding;  and  then  taking  it  in   connection 
^jiith  the  yiic(,  that  they  fabricated  a  new  set  of  nnn-- 
^^es  to  get  m'name  of  a  Bishop,  and  with  the  fact 
that  Asbury  had  in  his  possession  Wesley  s  letter  de- 
claring that  Ae  was  no  Bishop,  and  that  Asl>t^  y>M 
no  Bishop-I  say,  calmly  and  without  j)rtyudice  re- 
view this  proceeding,  in  connection  with  theBu  facts, 
and  then  say,  whether  modern  or  ancient  times  afford 
a  more  daring,  or  unhallowed  scheme,  than  this  pre-  , 
gents,  of  men  undertaking  to  usurp  the  office  and  au- 
thority of  a  Christian  Bishop!  ,>i/       J*. 

These  facts,  also,  prove  th«  Coke  and  Asbury 
Anew  that  Wesley  did  not  ordain  them  Bishops,  when 
he  "appointed"  them  Supegntendents  of  the  Metho- 
dist Society  under  him.     But,  if  there  be  any  doubts^ 
remaining  on  this  point,  they  M^\  be  removed  by  the 
perusal  of  Dr.  Coke's  letters  to  Bishops  White  and 
Seabuw  of  the  Protestant  Episfcopal  Church,  marked 
A,  B,  in  the  Appendix— As  you  will,  of  course,  give 
these  letters  an  attentive  perusal,  it  will  only  be  neces- 
sary for  me  briefly  to  refer  to  them,      ^^v^ 

1 .  It  will  be  observed,  in  buth  of  these  Tetters,  that 
Dr.  Coke  does  not,  f6ra  moment,  claim  to  be  a  Bishop, 

2.  His  letter  to  Bishop  White  shows,  that  he  ex- 
ceeded the  authority  given  him  by  Mr.  Wesley,,  itod 
that  Mr.  Wesley  disapproved  of  his  proceedings. 


-^_-.; 
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"   ^  8.  In  hi.  letter  to  Bishop  Seabury,  He  asks  Bishop 

&"'°^f  J'"  ^^"^'V^cJr  the  MethoSuS 
Hocietyl        -Fhereby  acknowledging    that    Weslev 
wherv  he  "appointed"  him  a  Superintendent,  did  noJ 
ordain  him  a  Bishop,  of  that  Society  I         "''  *"^  "°' 

Seabury  to  orda.n  Mn  Asbury  a  5wA«p  of  the  ^gl 
thod,,tSoc,ety;    thereby    acknowledging   that H  ^ 

5    Iri  his  letter  to  Bishop  Seabury,  askiair  fbr  the  " 
admissaon  of  the  Methodist  preacherithto  the  ft^t^! 
2^j»scop^Crmrch,Dr.Coke^^s^^^^ 
t/iot  thfy  must  submit  to  re-ordination:*     Of  course 

the^ordmation  they  received  fronU^,  , as  g^^ 
nothjng,  otherw.se  there  would  have  been  no  r^cessity 
for  their  bemg  ordained  over  again.  ^ 

knewan^  beheved  that  ^/.Ao;,,  afo„.  possessed  au-/ 
tIK,r^ytoordaH,;  that  no  such  authority  was  possessed^ 
by  7  re%te;^  (otherwise  Am  o«,«ordinatimis  would 

quentb,  that  he  knew  and  believed  that  Presbyters 
and  Bishops  were  not  the  same.order.  ^ 

Dr.  Coke  s  opnuon  of  IF«.%'.  ordinations  (as  they 

«je  called)-that  is  that  they  possessed  «/.«S 
whatever;    and,  therefore,  that  when   Wesley  "an- 

Ev    h''";-/   '^'^""""'^^"^  of  the^l^JhoZ       V 
ih^^  " V  ^'""T?  *°  P'^"^'  *''**  the  Methodists 

Because,  if  Presbyters  and  Bishops  were  the  ,fl,„e 
;r^  when  a  man  is  ordained  a  Pre^yter,  jr  ^de^ 
he  would  fjH  «  Ki>:hA..  ^^;*k- ^    "f     *    .■  ^'"^'^i 


ho  would,,  „Bui.op.>itho;;;.„;'ay;;.^oS; 
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but  the  Methodists  rcquirb  those,  whom  they  are 
about  to  elevate  to  the  order  of  Bishop,  to  submit  to 
a  third  ordination,  and  thcrel)y  acknowledge,  that  they 
do  not  consider  a  Presbyter  (or  Elder)  to  he  a  Bishop 
without  such  ordination,  and  couseciuently  denying 
them  to  be  the  mmc  orrfer. 

The  Methodist /wrwi  for  the  ordination  of  Presby- 
ters, (or  Elders,)  may  be  found  at  page  127  of  the 
Methodist  "Booli  of  Discipline;"  their  yarn  for  the  • 
ordination  of  those  they  call  Bishops,  UKiy  be  found 
at  page  1 40  of  the  same  book.-    And,  as  these  "forms' 
were  drawn  up  by  Wesley^Xrom  the  ordination  offices 
in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  of  the  Church  of 
England,  it  is  an  additional  proof  (if  any  were  wanting) 
that  A«?  did  not  believe  Preshytt;rs  and  Bishops  to  be 
the  same  or  Jcr— because,  if  he  did,  why  did  he,  why 
do  the  Methodists  now,  requirethose  they  call  Elders, 
(or  Presbyters)  to  submit  iosi  third  ordination,  before 
they  allow  them  to  be  called  Bishops? 
Let  those  answer  this  question  who  can. 
By  a  reference  to  the  third  page  of  this  letter,  you 
will  find  that  I  there  lay  down  the  following  position, 
namely:  that,  if  Wesley  had  authority  to  ordain  Dr. 
Coke  a  Bishop,  then,  it  is  conceded,  that  the  Methodists 
have  a  lawful  ministrtj,  and  lawful  sacraments;  hut  if 
Wesley  had  no  such  authority  to  ordain  him,  then  his 
ordination  was  a  nullity,  and  the  Methodists  have  nei- 
ther a  lawful  ministry,  nor  lawful  sacraments. 

Now,  sir,  this  point,  that  Wesley  had  no  such  au- 
thority to  ordain,  I  have  fully  proved,  by  showing, 

1.  That  it  was  not  &yr/j  with  him ; 

2.  That  he?  did  not  obtain  it  irom' any  temporal 

■power;-.  -<-,/'    '  ''   -^^    '  '^  ■    ■  ■  ■    ■ "    "  .         ;  ^ 

3.  Ti|t  it  was  not  conferred  on  him  at  his  ordina- 
tion by  the  Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England ; 

4.  That  he  did  not  ordain  Dr.  Coke  a  Bishop,  be- 
cause  if  Bishop  aud  Presbyter  be  the  same  order,  Dr. 


.■  ■■■■■■-'     ■  ■■ '  ;24.   "    :■:''■,       ■  , .  :.-' 

5**^*7I.^Sl^^.V^***p  "^'^  ^*^'*  «*•««- 

Wm—Dr.  Coke  being  a  Presbyter  of  the  Church  of 
JKnglaod; 

^  6.  That  Wesley  had  no  "provideiitial  caU"  to  or- 
dain. 

This,  sir,  would  be  sufficient;  biit  I  hateprovwl 
far  more  than  this:  I  have  proved, 

.1.  That  Wesley  did  not  ^'ordain"  Dr.  Coke  a 
^mAo;»,  but  only  "appointed"  him  a  "Superinten- 
dent" of  the  Methodist  Society; 

2.  That  in  "appoiuting*'  him  a  Superintendent, 
Wesley  did  not  ordain  him  a  :Si*A<5p; 

3.  ThattheMethodistConferetice  did  nof  for  se- 
veral years  receive  Coke  and  Asbury  as^wAow,  but 
only  as  Superintendents;  <  x 

^4.^  That  Wesley  denied  (in  his  letter  to  Asbury) 
that  ^e  was  a  Bishop  ;  ^:^ 

6,  That  Wesley  denied  (in  the  same  letter)  that^^ 
ilAdary  was  a  Bishop ;.  . 

.  6.  That  Dr.  Coke,  by  his  applying  to  Bishop 
Seabury  to  ordam  him  a  Bishop,  admits  that  Wesley 
did  not  ordain  him  one. 

,7.  That  Dj-.  Coke,  by  his  applying  to  Bishop  Sea- 
buiy  to  ordain  Asbury  a  SwAop,  admits  thit  his  o\vn 
ordination  of  Asbury  to  be  a  Bishop  was  a  mock  prdi- 
nation- — mthout  any  real  validity. 

8.  That  Dr.  Coke,  by  applying  to  Bishops  White 
and  Seabury  to  admit  the  Methodist  preachers  into  the 
Protestrfht  Episcopal  Church  (when  the  conditwn  of 
their  admission  was,  thai  they  would  be  re-ordainedX 
showed  that  he  knew,  that  his  ordination  of  them  was 
invalid; 

9.  That  Dr.  Coke  knew  that  Wesley  had  no  autho- 
rOy  to  ordain  him  a  Bishop,  and  that  he  did  not  ordain 
hm  one;  otherwise  he  would  not  have  applied  to 
BibhopSeabuiytoordainhimaSaAcjp; 
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10  Thftt,  consequently  he  ktiew  wben  Wesley 
••appointed"  him  a  Superintendent  of  the  Methodist 
Society,  he  did  not  ordain  him  a  Bishop  of  the  Church 

^  1 1    That  the  Methodists  do  not  believe  Presbyters,  * 
or  Elders  and  Bishops,  to  be  the  same  order,  becaUjre  - 
they  have  two  distinct  "forms"  of  ordination,  one  for 
Elders  and  another  for  Bishops;  and  because  they  wiU 
not  suffer  those  they  call  Elders  to  be  catted  Bishops 
until  they  have  been  a  third  time  ordained. 

I  have  thus,  sir,  examined  most  minutely  every 
argument  by  which  it  is  pretended  to  establish  the 
validity  of  Wesley's  ordination  of  Dr.  Coke;  and  I 
have  Bhowr^  conclusively,  not  only  that  Wesley  did  not 
ordain  him,  but  that  Dr.  Coke  did  not  believe  that 
he  had  ordained  him— and  that  the  whole  transaction 
was  destitute  of  even  the  shadow  of  validity.     The 
validity  of  Dr.  Coke's  ordination,  then,  being  com- 
pletely destroyed,  (and  the  validity  of  the  present 
Methodist  ministry  depending  upon  that— so  that  they 
must  stand,  or  fall,  together,)  it  is  plain,  to  adcmon- 
fitration,  that  the  Methodists  have  no  lawfid,  ministry 
whatever,  and  that   those  they  call  their  Bishops, 
\  Elders,  and  Deacons,  are  o\\\flaijmen.     And  as  there 
^an  be  nb7au/M?  sacraments  without  a  lawful  ministry, 
it  is  equally  plain  tliey  have  no  Sacraments,     And  as 
there  cannot  be  a  Church  of  Christ,  unless  there  be  a. 
fa»r/tt/  ministry  and  Zaw/<tZ  sacraments,  it  is  equally 
plain,  also,  thM  the  (so  called)  "Methodist  Church" 
is  not  a  CburcB>Qf  Christ, 
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A.PPENDIX. 


'  yDr4  Coke  to  Bishop  WhiU. 

Thi»  letter  U  reprioted'from  Biihop  White'e  Memoire  of  the 
lProteBt»Bl  ipUcopal  Church,  first  edition,  pegee  424  to  429. 

Right  Rev.  Sir.— Permit  me  to  intrude  a  little  on  your 
time  upon  a  subject tof  great  importance. 
■   You,  I  believe^  are  consciouft  that  I  was  brought  up  in 
the  Church  of  England,  and  have  been  ordained  a  pres- 
byter of  that  Church.    For  many  years  I  was  prejudiced, 
even  I  thirik  to  bigotry,  in  favour  of  if.   but  through^a 
variety  of  causes  or  incidents,  to  mention  which  would 
be  tedious  and  useless,  my'  tiiind  was  exceedingly  biased 
on  the  other  side  of  the  question.    In  consequence  of 
this,  I  am  not  sure  but  I  went  farther  in  the  separation  of 
our  church  in  Americai  thaa  Mr.  Wesley,  from  whom  I 
had  received  my  commission,  did  intend.    He  did  indeed 
solemnly  invest  me,  as  far  as  he  bad  a  right  so  to  do* 
with  Episcopal  authority,  but  did  not  intend,  I  think, 
that  an  entire  separation  should  take  place.    He,  being 
pressed  by  our  friends  on  this  side  of  the  water  for  min- 
isters to  administer  the  sacraments  to  them,  (there  being 
very  few  clergy  bf  the  Church  of  England  then  in  the 
States,)  went  farther,  I  am  sure,  than  he  would  have 
gone,  if  he  had  foreseen  some  events  which  followed. 
And  this  I  am  certain  of— that  he  is  now  sorry  for  the 

separatioa.,  .  •  t  »       V 

But  what  can  be  done  for  a  re-union,  whicn  1  macn 
wish  for}  and  to  accomplish  which  Mr,  Wesley,  I  have, 
no  doubt,  would  use  his  influence  to  the  ntmost?  Th« 
alSection  of  a  very  considerable  number  of  the  preachers, 
and  most  of  the  people,  is  very  strong  towards  him,  not- 
withstanding the  excessive  ill*  usage  he  received  from  a 
few.  My  interest  also  is  not  small;  and  both  his  and 
mine  ^uld  rei^ily  and  to  the  utmost  be  used  to  accom- 
plish, that  (tons)  very  desirable  object;  if  a,  readiness 
were  shown  by  the  Bishops  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church  to  reunite. 
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It  II  even  toyout  churchy  object  of  great  importance 

8ta  es,  and  about  2r,0  travelling  ministers  and  preac  W 
beside,  a  great  number  of  local  preachers,  ve?y  far  ^x-' 
thosX?iV"'"^'"'°^*™^*'''"»P«'''«hers';  and^omeaf 
ties  ^S^»/.f  *'"'^»»«"  f«  "Ven  of  Very  considerable  abili- 
r.„I;K  ?K  '^  **'  number  the  Meth(>dista  as  m..st  people 
number  the  members  of  their  church,  viz!  by  the  famUk-a 

nlaio^  r"''"  K- ^  l"^"^  '^^  divine^rdinJn^ccS,  in  their 
SlSr  *°"''-P'  ^^^J  '''"  make  a  larger  body  than  you 
StAnL'T'T'    ^^  '°*^'«»y' '  believe,  may  be  saS^ 

It  will  follow  that  all  the'fam-ilies,  thrLuTs  of  whTch 
form  our  congregations  inthese  Stales,  amount  to  750  oio 
About  one-iinh  of  those  are  blacks.     The  work  now  e,* 
tends  ,n  length  from  Bqston  to  the  south  of  0^"^  and" 
A  liT^  p  ^'i*'"*  ^''%A»'""tic  to  lake  Champlainr^^rmont 
Albany  Redstone,  Holstein,vi(entucky,  Cumberland  &c 
te  TJmo'veJr  '""'^  hindrances  in  tJ'e  way.    S'th'^ey 
1.^ Our  ordained  ministers  will  not,  onirht  not  *n  i«V» 

Jink7h7t  S  "'  '^^T'^'f?^  *»•«  ^^cSnT  lYon't     ' 
■t^M  r«f  the  genera  .ty  of  them,  perhaps  none  of  them 
npuld  refuse  to  submit  toare-ordination.if  otherhindeT* 
fces  were  removed  out  of  the  wa.l^.    I  mist  here  observe 
drJd  and^X^'f  ^  and  seventy  only,  out  of  the  two  h^n-' 
ared  and  fifty,  have  been  ordained  presbyters  and  aho..t 
sjxg.  deaco^,  (o„,,o     T^^ 

nn?;J^P  ?u^''^  preachers  would  hardly  submit  to  a  re- 
J««  ^  J  the  possibility  of  their  rising  up  to  ordination 
fhr"K'i°°^**^  P'"*'^^"*  ^'^hops  in  AmeVicr  Becaise 
though  tliey^are««,  I  think  I  may  say,  jealous    dious 

theZZlT^'  "^^"'  yet  they  arJ  no^'ac^uaint'ed'^wrth 
the  learned  languages.  Besides,  they  would  arirue -If 
the  present  bishops  would  waive  the  article  of  the  learned 
languages,  yet  their  successors  might  not.  ^^^'^*^ 

*i.  ^^S^T  P^  »  re-union  is  so  sincere  and  eamestlhat 

hese  difficulties  almost  make  me  tumble,  anri^rsome- 
thing  must  be  done  before  the  death  of  MrrWesSv 
othei^ise  I  shall  despair  of  ,„rv,,s:   f^^  though  my 
ipfluence  among  the  Methodists  in  these  Wte^  as  wd| 
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as  in  Europe,  is,  I  doubt  not,  increasing,  yet  Mr.  Asbury, 
whote  influence  18  very  cupital,  will  not  eauly  comply : 
nay,  I  know  ho  will  be  excetdinttly  averse  to  it 

In  Europe,  where  some  steps  hud  been  t^iicn;  tending 
to  a  separation,  all  is  at  an  end.  Mr.  NVesley  is  a  dcter^ 
mined  enemy  of  it,  and  I  have  lately  borne  an  open  and 
successful  testimony  against  it.  .,  • 

Shall  I  be  favored  with  a^privatc  interview  with  you  ni 
Philadelphia y  I  shall  be  there,  God  willing,  on  Tuesday, 
the  17th  of  May.  If  this  be  agreeable,  I'll  bog  of  you 
just  to  signify  it  in  a  note  directed  to  me,  at  Mr.  Jacob  - 
Baker's,  merchant,  Market  street,  Philadelphia:  or,  if 
you  please,  by  a  few  lines  sent  to  me  by  the  return  of 
the  post,  at  Philip  Rogers',  E»q.,  in  Baltimore,  froiifi 
yourself  or  Dr,  Magaw,  and  I^wlll  wait  upon  you  with 
my  friend  Dr.  Magaw.  We  cAn  then  enlarge  on.thes« 
subjects.  .      ' 

I  am  conscious  of  it,  that  secresy  is  of  great  importance 
in  the  present  state  of  the  business,  till  the  minds  of  you, 
your  brother  bishops,  and  »lr.  Wesley,  be  circumstan- 
tially known.  I  must  therefore  beg  that  these  things  be 
confined  to  yourself  and  Dr.  Magaw,  till  I  have  the  honor 
of  seeing  vou. 

Thus,  you  see,  I  have  made  a  bold  venture  on  your 
honor  and  candor,  and  have  opened  my  whole  heart  to 
you  on  the  subject,  as  far  as  the  extent  of  a  small  letter 
will  allow  me.  If  you  put  equal  confidence  in  me,  you 
will  find  me  candid  and  faithful.        ^  . 

I  have,  notwithstanding,  been  guilty  of  inadvertencies. 
Very  la^ply  I  found  myrself  obliged  (for  the  pacifying,  of 
my  conscience)  to  write  a  penitential  letter  t^  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Jarratt,  which  gave  him  great  satisfaction},   and  for 
the  same  reason  I  must  write  another  to  the  Rev.  Mr. 
'  Pettigrew.    When  I  was  last  in  America,  I  prepared  and 
corrected  a  great  variety  of  things  for  our  magazines, 
indeed  almost  every  thing  that  was  printed,  except  some 
loose  hints  which  1  had  taken  of  one  of  my  joutney?,  and" 
which  I  left  in  my  hurry  with  Mr.  Asbury,  without  any 
correction,  entreating  that  no  j»art  of  them  might  be 
printed  which  would  be  improper  or  offensive.    But 
through  great  inadvertency  (I  suj^ose)  he  buffered  some 
reflections  on  the  characters  of  the  two  above-mentioned 
gentlemen  to  be  inserted  in  the  magazine,  for  which  I  am 
^  very  sorry;   and  probably  ghall  not  rest  till  I  have  made 
my  acknowledgment  more  public,  though  Mr.  Jarratt 
does  not  desire  it.  \         . 


I'll 
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ao 


'1  ■  • 


I  Am  not  iur*  whether  I  hftr«  not  tlab  dffon<l«<]  you, 
I  t^  ■5?<^P*'nK  of  one  of  th«»  offfra  inude  ipe  by  you 
ind  Dr.  iVlagaw,  of  the  use  of  your  churchix.iboat'wx 
yeari  ago,  on  my  first  visit  to  Philadelnhia,  «thout  In- 
forming you  of  our  plan  of  Tieparation  froin:<ie!k.Church 
of  England.  If  I  did  offind.  (fks  I  doubt  I  dlii.Vrwcially 
from  what  you  said  ou  the  Huliject  to  Mr.  RichaAl  Dallam, 
of  AbinKton.)  I  sincerely  beg  your  and  Dr.  MagaV's  par. 
don.  1 11  endeavor  to  amend.  .  But,  al«sl  1  am  a /rail, 
ireak  crcatare.  ■; 

I  will  intrude  no  longer  at  present.  One  thing  only  I 
will  clami  trom  your  ciyidor— that  if  you  have  no  thoughtu 
of  improving  this  pniposal,  you  will  bum  this  letter,  aiid 
take  no  more  notice  of  it,  (for  i&#.uld  be  a  pity  to  liare 
us  entirely  alienated  from  each  o|BW,'  if  we  cannot  unite 
in  the  manner  my  ardent  wishes  dotriret)  But  if  you  will 
further  negotiuto  the  business,  I  will  explain  my  mind 
•till  more  fully  to  you  on  the  probabilities  of  success. 

rnthe  meantime,  permit  me,  with  great  respwjt,  to 
aubscribe  myself,  .  f  .  ' 

Right  Rev.  Sir;  .  .  » 

Your  very  bumble  servant  in  Christi 

D-  1       J  \,     •,«       >  Thomas  Coke. 

Htchmond,  Aprtl  24,  1791. 

The  Right  Rev.  Father  in  God,  Bishop  Whitb. 

You  must  excuse  interlineations,  &c.,  as  I  am  just  going 

into  the  country,  and  have  no  time  to  transcribe. 


M 


B.  ;,^ 

Dr.  Coke  to  Bishop  Seabury. 
The  originaTof  this  letter  is  iii  the  posBCMion  of  Dr.  Seabury 

XE'''*'"'»ft'»eCiiuHcuMAN,  New  York. 
The  Rirfht  Rev.  father  in  God,  Bishop  Skaburt, 

RiOH*  Rbv.  Sir,— From  youif  well-known  character, 
1  am  goih^  open  my  mind  to  you  on  a  subject  of  verr 
great  moment's.  ^ 

^  Being  educated  a  member  of  the  Chttrch  of  England 
from  mjr  earliest  infancy,  being  ordained  of  that  church, 
and  having  taken  two  decrees  in  arts,  and  two  degrees  in 
cml  law,  in  the  University  of  Oxford,  which  is  entirely 
under  the  patronage  of  tl<e  Church  of  England,  I  was  al- 
most  a  bigot  in  Us  favor  when  I  first  Joined  that  great  and 
good  man,  Mr.  John  Wesley,  which  U  fourteen  years  ago. 
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inBiience  re»»l«'d-     "l'™? ',,i,n  ',, ,/  Kngl.iid  h.i  "•  _  _ 

bKk  again:  ...V  '■"'«.'°' '„I,7  »  U   ...  .  «'«.."<1  «""«'' 
■  turnd.    I  't>."»  •  ""'  •'""=""'. '"  "    '  ,*,J;  111.,.,  to  b« 

,l,.kcn  than  (i.r..icjlr.     '    J*','!"  "^/,„v  frr..r,  »hen     \ 

convinced  of  It,  iiu»  "*-;.^;,  .,,„,.iiuf<l  «f  »»y  «rror,  in 
Thereforis  when  I  «;««  ♦«'>yj,;",V'"  ,"rat...n  from  th« 
the  BtepHl  to<.k-^»  brniB  "^♦""^  .,"*'';!,,  before  a  con* 
Church' of  Kngluod  i"  1;'Ur<'l"S  » j'i^^.XueJ    chapel  in 

bubUn.  on  a  Sunday  cv  n    K^^^^^^ 

tation,  which,  in. fact,  """  "7\"  j^j  ,|,».  BaMie  in  our 
error.  Souu- 1,."^  a^;-'-*"'*  '  J  'Xf^,^rl\  other  parts  of 
largest  chaHj  u|  \^oudoxy  mdm  »e. e  a^       ^^j.;^^^,  ^^^^ 

England  ancVM^elun:   ami  ^^^  ^  death-blow 

Tet^fth  a  of  any  gW.n  c.an.r.  ^'ifCto^  ".™d 
♦Kot  thp  families,  the  adults  of  which  reguiany  aucui* 

of  calculation,  to  750,000;  about  a  fifth  part  of  tbese  are 
VI  I-  Hnw  B^reat  then,  would  be  the  strength  of  oiir 
Church  (^Uj^uSVeme'L^^  I  mean  the 

Protestant  &pal,)  if  the  two  sticks  were  made  one  I 
-      C  how  cL  this  be  done?    The  magnitude  of  thfe  ob- 
je°w<!SI^ily  cousiderablc^a^tgev  .  Ajo^ea^ 
gagemeat  to  iiBe  your  prayer  book  m  all  our  place.  « 
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worship  on  .h«  r,or,r.  ,l.,y  W«ul.l.  of  couNo  b«  ,  ,;„  *«^ 
PtrMinnrnv  h..   In   I     ''  *'♦*«'»!•'««•«""  make  on  Jur 

For  ihe  op  "  To?         Vl  r^^^^ 

.     live  on  thei    pLnl         '  ''ri'''""' '  '"^'''"  !'^«'"«l'<-'r«»  who 
or  trade,  or  pr    .«       ','  Inrt"  'T"'?"'  '"  *'"'  ^•'^•''•«''«« 

them)  or  pn.«hy  ir,  "PhC  ±' H  "■"  "''''•'  ^"'  '«  <"»» 
moat  approved  of  the  wh.  ^k  i"  **  I"""  •''"•n*'"^  and 
•jeof  ifergy  r  r/aU%:ri:?;&  -^  V«7  --llent 
theiahionurabfrofdi.ft«.nn.«„.  ^    .  "  *"*^*'  '»^»«"» 

Plun  of  the  (;h«  oh  of  Kntland**'"?;"'  "'^^"'•'^'"^  »"  '^"^ 
presbyter,  and  deacoiiH  ml??  .  '^''T  """'«t^'''«.  both 
the  cohfererice  beC  0.^0; ^;. !'"'',"  ^V  '""J"'-''y  «^^ 
tendent  only  ordains  th«L  ''  "''''"'"«d.  A  8gp<^rin. 
must  makc/on^of'^Se  Jre.b;?ZV"''f.  "  '»r'^t.^nA.)i 
priest  or  elder ;  and  L  .,»  '  JinT'  i  ^  *''^  "••J'"«'i'»»  <•<'  a 
a  negative  vcM^eTrciJct  Hh"  -^"*'  ''r«>^^'«'^'^  *'»»' 
-on  that  ha.  been "Kd  Lr  i  '  'i        ''r  "^,""y  P"" 

office  than  that  Jf  a  delcon  ^Tj^f"  Z^"'""  r "  '"'«»'«'• 
pas.  through  an  election  for  .hi.    m"'  P!"^'«?''..r  doe.  not 

te.timonial!  signed  by  "Ert'efct.'y.f"',^*'  '"^  ^'''"'^  «* 
what  we  call  a  oresidm/r  „m  '  ""e  of  whom  must  be 

trtent  of  a  distr^cr  ? ^^J""'.  **"*  *''°  »•"  the  govern- 
three  deaconsTthr*     u„oX'"*'/''"''"''»  >""«^i  'o?«ther, 

jority  of  the  cla^of  w  h  i  'hTet  J  m'^h"'  '"''^/^  •»*- 
ard.  and  leaders  of  the  wh«i!  'f  *.'"«'»ber,  or  the  .tew- 

member,  a  -uperlnVendent  maj  the??f  f  "^^'^  ^'^ '"» 
him,  and  a  gVeat  manv  of^H  ou  '^  ^"^  P'^"***'  <>''<'*•" 
local  preachirs  have  bin  V^ji-  °'?^"  '"'**  *'»f«t  of  tht 
Noi,  on  a  re-uhion  f-V''*'"**^  ^*'"<'*>»«  ««  thi.  plan, 
elder,  'Z  l^:TiJt^^t:^'  mini.ter,,U' 
have,  the  same  autlioriJv  thev  h,l  ♦^*''*'  ""**  «"«'«» »<> 
"tering  the  ordinance.  LoSinirlo^K  P''«''«"t..«f  admiq- 

^iMht  bLa^ytn^K  ^glr:^;  :g'^^!^> 


^^i.u:K^y^-S— ^^ 


v: 


.-sr't ' 


"03 

WM  ftmoTed  out  of  ^^«  ^•/-    J  J.^;,  wtSch  the  dtaconi 
would  «rlw  fro-n  M«  "T"  .woffi»P«ri*nce.     The  pre- 

perhapf  remove  kit  5^*''' J',f''^,'^!^^.et.Mor«.  or  for  anr  new 

-  bUhop*  who  may  be  cfn««^'*^"  ^^     reieiit  an  Kpi»cop»l 

In  thoM  8tat.'«  ^»''«.'». ''*rof^Lr».m/  for  <hfl  mlni.try  (I    , 
1  minUler.     The  r«.,u.H.i.on  of  /  «^^^^^^^ 

f  mean  th«  knowledge  of  »»»«  ^^*  V^J  '\,^  ^n  iniiuiHjrttbl. 

nal.  and  of  the  l'«^'"  .""f^  ^J^^^^^^^^ 
objection  on  th.«  87"  J' "jPJoJvention  can  give  no 
present  mcrabert  of  tho  P*'"^^*'  ;°",      ^nd  the  preuch- 

c«;? could  never,  I  b«lieye,  1?^  «»»^^^^^^^^^^      H'LperinUndentt, 
confidence  they  have  m  V*^*^.  P!h';jLheromco»of  the 
■     that  they  .haUn  due  umem^^^^^^^^^  ,^, 

:l;;:^oSS!hS.tSU^^^^^ 

then  Ve.H  ^-J^  ^.^^^.^^rn^ ^,  conildence  on  tho 
But  what  on  bo  <ion«  <»  g»'n  ""  i -m  oii««er 

,1.„  of  a  rc-unio„  ..f  "'<>.  •"  f SSy,  pUi  "nc.^  ...d 
IhU  important  nm-t.on  "'''' ""  "  ^  7V.m  a<iar«.ing 

r ■"•• '"  'fAJ'S'  l"a  r  -IcK  Prc.«ia^.  of  tUo 
honorj   as  it  ih  hkt'ly  1  »"»"".,       .    j   believe,  receive 

•MT  'Tv««,  «.,r  resident  superintendent,  is  a  great  and 
Mr.  Asbnry,  our  ^esiaen^  ""i*      .  esteem  of  most 

good  mati.    He  PO*'*^"*-'*'  '^"IJThlVeople      Now  If  th* 

If  ^»'^P'•«'^^^^T';a^';t^^ctrgy     nsSd  that  he  should 

r^''^^:^r  ^^^  of^^l^   Methodist  Episcopal 


i;;^ S[K:S  X;S:;»und people al»ol.ve.c. 


if 


^s 


-T 


■  ■ . ,.  \    \  ■■  If  ■  ■ 

Mwiy  have  a  pecaliar  rdirard  for  iha     r„»  r'««,.M      * 

to  that  of  Mr.  Asbury.  °™°*  inferior 

wou?d '/oStfr?  *•"'*'*'  °'  *»>«  convention  of  the  clerKy 
would  consent  to  your  consecration  of  Mr  Asbnri  If  J 

respect  to  his  sentiments .  on^jPi.    j         ®  "^  *'^*''*  "* 

now  in  Europe-  I  mean  t^  ,L  *  •  """^  "^P"^'  «''  ''^  ^o 

WhuJI^'lllt  ^^?--f  »'>^- intervirt;iSrBishop 
present  state  of  &ri  T,!  ^T««P°°dence.  In  the 
business  only  ireSrLnfl^*!?*f'/^  ^^^  *°  'ay  thig 

TqesJay  fn  next  Ju  !  '°?r°''  *"  ^^anchester  the  last 

on  whic'h Thave  now ^VittTn'tJ vJrwSrTl*'^  '''^''' 
the  necessity  of  an  apoloffv  for  7ho  Vk  /  V"."''  P^«^*°t 
in  writing  tb  you?    '^   ^^       ***®  ^'^^'^^  '  ^a^e  tol^en 

.Permit  n.e  to  subscribe  myself,  with  great  respect, 
Right  Rev.  Sir,  -  *^ 

Your  very  humble  and  obedient  servant, 


'.-i-^ 


■M'-- 


^■^■ 


■I 


rn 


'■/■  f 


■■-\' 


■  •>  V-' 


l^?. 


